THE IMMIGRATION ACT	343
—seems to have been designed, wittingly or unwittingly, to harass
the resident Indian population. So that the law not only prohibits
Indian immigration in practice, but it materially interferes with the
liberty and the free movement, within the law, of die resident
Indian population of the Unioa.
Take, again, the case recently decided by the now defunct
Appellate Board, appointed for Natal under the Act. There,
Mr. Binns, delivering the judgment of the Board, reluctantly granted
relief to a man who possessed a domicile certificate issued under the
old Act and with which certificate he was completely identified.
Why was there this reluctance? Why should an Indian be called
upon to tax his memory as to what happened fifteen years ago?
Tlie title-deeds of property once granted cannot be questioned.
They are conclusive proof of tide. Why should a domicile certi-
ficate be treated differently? These certificates were granted after
due and exhaustive—and in many cases vexatious—inquiry. By what
right are they now questioned? If the Act gives such powers to
Immigration Officers, the sooner it is amended the better it will
be for both the Government and the people affected by the Act.
What is, however, perhaps more ominous even than the above-
mentioned legal proceedings is the severe administration of the
Act. It is clear that, had the officers done their duty by the persons
who were seeking re-entry—not those who were seeking to immi-
grate into the Union—the cases need never have arisen. The
officials are certainly going mad over their administration of the
Act against persons in the Gape and Basutoland who have conti-
nually to pass through the Free State on their way to the other
Provinces. To expect them each time to take out temporary per-
mits is to put an unwarranted tax upon their purses and is an
unnecessary annoyance to the men who have to apply for permits.
The old practice of letting Indian passengers go through unchal-
lenged never caused the slightest difficulty to the administration
and it ought to be continued.
The case of a boy that has happened in Pretoria is also of the
same type. Surely the child, whatever may be the meaning of the
Act, is entitled to enter the Transvaal, seeing that he is the son
beyond doubt of his father and that his mother is dead. Indeed,
the Government have practically bound themselves to recognize
at least administratively the right of such children to join their
parents who may be in South Africa* But in the Pretoria case,
the Appellate Board has interpreted the Act, too, in favour of the
Indian applicant. Yet the Government are not satisfied. They
seek to upset the finding of the Appellate Board which is

